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With such a theory, I ignore the psychology of the
conscious psyche, Therewith I actually deny the whole
other side of the psycho, namely, its differentiation from
the primordial germinal state, I practically reduce man
to his phylogcnetic prototype, or 1 disintegrate him into
his elementary processes; and, when I would reconstruct
him out of this reduction, in the former case an ape would
emerge, and in the latter an accumulation of elementary
processes whose interplay would merely yield an aimless
and meaningless reciprocal activity*
Doubtless the explanation of the psychic phenomenon
upon the basis of homogeneity is not only possible, but
also completely justified But if I wish to develop the
picture of the psyche in its completeness, I must keep
in mind the fact of the diversity of psyches, since the
conscious individual psyche belongs just as much to the
general picture of psychology as does its unconscious
foundation. Hence, in my construction of concepts, I am
equally justified in starting out from the fact of differ-
entiated psyches, and in considering the same process
which I previously considered from the angle of its
uniformity, although now from the standpoint of differ-
entiation, This naturally leads me to a view that is
radically opposed to the former one. Everything which
in that view was left out of account as an individual variant
here becomes important as a starting-point for further
differentiations; and everything which there contained a
special value as homogeneous now appears to me worthless,
because merely collective. In this view I shall always be
on the look-out for the objective aimed at, and never for
the source whence things come; whereas in the former
view I never troubled myself about the goal, but merely
about the origin, I can, therefore, explain one and the
same psychic process by two antagonistic and mutually
exclusive theories, concerning neither of which am I in a
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